STATE OF MAI NE Docket No. 98-857
PUBLI C UTI LI TI ES COMM SSI ON

Novenber 24, 1998
M CHAEL D ORAZI O V. YORK WATER DI STRI CT ORDER ON APPEAL
Appeal of Consuner Assistance Division
Deci si on, Conplaint # 1998-6034

WELCH, Chairnman; NUGENT and DI AMOND, Conmi ssioners

l. SUMMARY

In this Order, we uphold the Consumer Assistance Division's
Cct ober 29, 1998 decision and dismss M. D Oazio' s conplaint
wi t hout further investigation.

11. DECISION

On Novenber 4, 1998, M chael D Orazio appeal ed a deci sion of
Consuner Assistance Division (CAD) issued on October 29, 1998.
M. D Oazio disputes the usage in his initial water bill issued
by the York Water District for his newresidence. M. D Oazio's
first bill covered the period July 16 - August 6, 1998 and was
for 2400 cubic feet of water. M. D Orazio clains that strong
evi dence supports that the initial neter reading and bill are
i naccur at e.

CAD found that on July 16, the York Water district read the
meter and a reading of O was recorded for the closing of the
house sale. After, M. D Oazio conplained to the D strict about

the high first bill, the District visited the residence and
tested the neter. The meter was operating properly and the
District discussed possible uses causing the bill to be higher

t han expected, including | awm watering and use by the contractor
at a nei ghbori ng hone.

There is no evidence that the District acted unreasonably in
connecting the service, in taking the initial reading or in
otherw se addressing M. D Orazio's conplaint. As stated in
CAD s deci sion, absence evidence of a defective neter, the
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custoner is responsible for the cost of water once it passes
t hrough the neter.

Therefore, we will not investigate this matter further and
we di sm ss the appeal .

Dat ed at Augusta, Miine this 24th day of Novenber, 1998.
BY ORDER OF THE COWM SSI ON

Dennis L. Keschl
Adm ni strative Director

COWMM SSI ONERS VOTI NG FOR: Wl ch
Nugent
D anond
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NOTI CE OF RI GHTS TO REVI EW OR APPEAL

5 MR S. A 8 9061 requires the Public Utilities Comm ssion
to give each party to an adjudicatory proceeding witten notice
of the party's rights to review or appeal of its decision nade at
t he concl usion of the adjudicatory proceeding. The nethods of
revi ew or appeal of PUC decisions at the conclusion of an
adj udi catory proceeding are as foll ows:

1. Reconsi deration of the Comm ssion's Order nay be
request ed under Section 1004 of the Conmm ssion's Rul es of
Practice and Procedure (65-407 C MR 110) within 20 days of
the date of the Order by filing a petition with the

Comm ssion stating the grounds upon which reconsideration is
sought.

2. Appeal of a final decision of the Conm ssion nay be
taken to the Law Court by filing, within 30 days of the date
of the Order, a Notice of Appeal wth the Adm nistrative
Director of the Comm ssion, pursuant to 35-A MR S. A § 1320
(1)-(4) and the Maine Rules of Cvil Procedure, Rule 73 et
seq.

3. Addi tional court review of constitutional issues or

i ssues involving the justness or reasonabl eness of rates may
be had by the filing of an appeal with the Law Court,
pursuant to 35-A MR S. A § 1320 (5).

Not e: The attachnent of this Notice to a docunent does not
indicate the Commi ssion's view that the particul ar docunent
may be subject to review or appeal. Simlarly, the failure
of the Comm ssion to attach a copy of this Notice to a
docunent does not indicate the Comm ssion's view that the
docunent is not subject to review or appeal.



